
PROVO RIVER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM
PROPOSED ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE

In the current system, assessments are cal-cul-ated on each
account except power accounts according to the assessment units
assigned to each account. The units are named wentz Numbers
after a former river commissioner who developed the system- The
Wentz Numbers were determined as foll-ows:

For canals below Deer Creek, the Wentz units
assigned to each account are equal to 1d5 (the number
of days that Wentz figured they got water during a
year) times the flow rate (cfs) list.ed in the Morse
Decree for the period from June 20th to JuIy 2oth.

For canals above Deer Creek, Lhe Wentz units
assigned to each account are equal to 130 days times
1st class right flow rate plus 90 days times the sum of
the f l-ows for the other classes of rights.

For storage in the upper lakes, the Wentz units
assigned Lo each account are equal to the st.orage right
divided by 2.

According to t.his met.hod, multiprying t.he wentz number on
any account by 2 would give an approximation of the number of
acre feet arlowed by the right. rn the 19d5 commissioners
report, the deputy commissioner updated the rights on the upper
Provo River following the pat.tern given above and those are the
units being used today.

It. is proposed that. the distribuLj-on system keep the current
assessment method with some modifications to refl-ect. the current
conditions on the river.

The Hebe t n.:(Z;7:3ounr wir-r be der-ered from r.he sysrem, ir
is no ronger in use. rt is proposed that there be no change in
assessment method for the other power account. The assessment
would be based on a percentage of the total system assessmenL,-
the percentage would not change. The total power assessment wil_l
be bill-ed to t.he central utah wat.er conservancy District. The
District will- bifl the power company for the water they generace
power on. The Dist.rict will also bill any oLher wat.er users who
divert and use power water based on t.he amount d.iverted. The
District will pay the assessment on the portion of power wat.er
kept.in,storage. This information is being kept now by the
commissioner.

rt is proposed that there be no change in the method of
assessment for most. of the irrigation companies and individual_s -The assessment would conLinue to be based on Lhe Wentz numberscurrently assigned to the account
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It is proposed that the Wentz number for the Central Utah
Water Conservancy'District account (Jordanelle Reservoir). be

--53, 750 which is based on the ul-timate annual delivery anticipated
by CUWCD.

It is proposed that the Wentz ndmber for the Provo River
Water Users Association account (Deer Creek Reservoir) be 50,000
which is based on the ult.imate annual delivery from storage.

Some water users have made changes in the use of their water
which considerably increases the effort requj.red of t.he
commissioner to regulate and accounL for their waLer use. In
t.hese situations, it. is proposed t.hat. a mult.iplier be applied to
t.he Went.z number in the water users account. The multiplier
would be set according to the percentage of the users' waLer
right. that. requires extra accounting or regulation by the
commissioner. The multipliers now proposed are L.25 for the
Provo Bench.Canal Company and 1.70 for the Provo Reservoir Water
Users Company. The multiplier woul-d be used to increase the
Wentz number on the account relative to the Wentz numbers on the
other accounts.

It is proposed that the minimum assessment be raised to $20
over the next two years, In 1996, it will be $15 and the $20 in
1997 .

A growing number of water users have entered into contracts
with the Central Utah Water Conservancy District. for project
water to be used from groundwaLer by exchange- It is proposed
that these users.be*assessed".-at the rate of $20 per -astee-+eet.a'-l'\r.r/. 2
CIII^ICD will report the number of acre feet under contract each
]+e€rr. The assessment' to CUWCD will include t.he assessment. f or
-these users. CUWCD will in turn bill each of the cont.ract
holders based on the amount of acre feet exchanged. CUWCD

e07" currently has 19 acre feet. of water under conLract.

culation would follow the these

wourd be cal-curaLed. , 5"/'( l"+'tlAt5ztvaer?
sers assessment would be

calculated.
3. The amount of the mi-nimum assessments wouLd be

calculated.
4. The remaining assessment amount would be determined

by deducti-ng the power, exchange, and minimum assessments
f rom the t.otal assessment.

5. Any multipliers on accounts woul-d be applied to the 
_

WenLz numbers of those accounts.
6. The total of the Wentz numbers for the syst.em

(excludj-ng those accounts which paid the minimum assessment)
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would be determined.
7. The remaining assessment amount (determined in step

4.) would be proportioned to each account according t.o the
ratio of it.s WenLz number (as increased by any mult.ipliers)
to the total Wentz number for t.he system (determined in step
5.)

The commissioner's work in regulating fish flows on the
river is in addition to what woul-d normally be expected of a
commissioner. It is proposed t,hat. ic be compensated for
separately as contract work. It*is.proposed that iL be assessed

,.to the CUWCD on an annual fee basis. The basis for the fee, for*how would be 45 hours per season aL a raLe of $30 per hour with
$l-50 for t.ravel expenses for a total of $1500. It is recognized
Ehat this does noL t.ake into account the overtime or odd hour
f actor t.hat. is involved in a lot. of the work for the f ish f lows.
The DisLricE will bitl the Bureau of Reclamation to recover t.he
costs of t.he fish flow regulat.j-on. The fee for this contract
work would not be included in the calculation of the assessment
for the other water userF.

It. is proposed that this procedure be used during 1996 on a
trial basis to determine if adjustments need to be made.

IC is proposed that several aspect.s of the assessmenL
process be discussed each year at the annual meeLing and t.hat t.he
assessment process be reviewed in det,ail each 3 to 5 years.
Annually the committee should:

a. Review the assesgment for Stan's cont.ract. fish fl-ow
work. The amounL of the fee for the coming year would be
set based on whether it appeared t.he effort required was
increasing.

b. Review t.he multipliers assigned. Determine if t.here
are changes needed in the current multipliers or if
multipliers need to be assigned to other accounts.

c. Receive a report from CUWCD on the number of acre
feet. of exchange water it. has contracted for.

d. Review the minimum assessments to determine if there
is a need for a change.

It j-s proposed that. an explanat.ion of the assessment. process
be included in the annual- report each year.



PROVO RIVER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM
COMPARISON OF CURRENT AND PROPOSED ASSESSMENT METHODS

1995 Assessment is used for the Comparison

CURRENT METHODre

,'1

PROPOSED METHOD

Total System Assessment

Power Assessments

CUWCD Exchange Users (79 A-F-)

Minimum Assessments

Remaining Assessment

$4,692

$o

$970

$101,028

$s,051

$+,560- 8/O2:

$2.500

$95,366 $91,897

-isiand-D-iicheo 1,064 $476 $399

Maior Water Users
Wenb No. MultiPlier

(proposed) sa,zso $?9"!9?
ffi m $1,745 $1,462

-e

Tliaiffi 8,171

16,237

35F0d
50,000

$3,656 $5,Ub3
$2,645

$5,1 30

10,349

,1

$6,526

$18,746
$547

$7872,100
1,
2,117 $794

3,274 6W

Assessment from other water dsers $7,079 $5,654

*"oTfi! "oove 
assesment calculations do not include the special assessment that would be made for the commissioners

,$-ill4ontract work with the fish flows. That assessment amount will be made seperately and will not be included with the
system assessment calculations


